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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Raivisto et al. (US 2004/0075675) in view of Robinson et al. (US 2002/0072982). 
A. Regarding claims 1 and 9, Raivisto et al. discloses a service and method for 
accessing services via a mobile terminal comprising: 

• A service panel that presents a list or other selectable group of services to the 
end user (page 4, paragraph 0035). 

• The services offered by the service panel may be filtered by a context filter, 
which only allows the display of those services that are "operable" given such 
parameters as the end user's location, time of day, or personal profile (page 7, 
paragraph 0059). An example of presenting services based on time of day is 
providing certain services during standard business hours, a predefined period of 
time (page 6, paragraph 0056). 

• A mobile device that displays services available to a user (figures 2 and 3). 
Raivisto et al. does not explicitly disclose that a set of services is predicted for a user to 
utilize. Robinson et al. discloses a method and process for processing information 
comprising: 
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• Retrieving information that is potentially pertinent to one or more users or 
obtaining a user profile (page 1, paragraph 0012). 

• A service that may be anticipatory, suggestive, adaptive, proactive, personalized 
to the needs of a user; it may for instance, adjust user profile and preferences 
over time by tracking user activity (page 2, paragraph 0016). 

• A system comprising a processing device and a memory in which one or more 
processed information items may be provided to a user, stored, or transferred 
(page 10, paragraph 0104). 

• A rules and context filter or ranker filter (figure 1 , items 106,1 12). 

• A queue (figure 1 , item 1 14) that stores information to be transferred through a 
transfer medium (not shown) to a receiving device or output to the user (page 7, 
paragraph 0065). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement the information gathering teachings of Robinsion et 
al. in the invention of Raivisto et al. in order to reduce the user's effort expended (e.g. 
time and energy) to get relevant information. 

B. Regarding claim 2, Robinson et al. discloses that context based processing that 
consists of user context that may comprise decision-shaping facts such as end-user 
profile/preference information or user history (page 5, paragraph 0048). 

C. Regarding claims 3, 10, and 19, Robinson et al. discloses that user context is 
often used as the basis for deriving a representation of the user. Features of such a 
representation may include the user's current task, disposition, etc. One of ordinary skill 
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in the art would recognize that since the user context may comprise user history, 
service usage patterns would be used to derive a representation of the user (page 5, 
paragraph 0048). 

D. Regarding claims 4 and 1 1 , Robinson et al. discloses that user context is 
information about the user, including static information (e.g. name, birth date, etc.) 
(page 5, paragraph 0048). 

E. Regarding claims 5-6, 12-13, and 20, Robinson et al. discloses that context 
based processing may also comprise determining what information items to transfer and 
determining the best mode of presentation and/or methods of using device capabilities 
for interaction with the physical and virtual worlds. Furthermore, upon receiving 
information items, a device may, for example, act by formatting and presenting some 
portion of the information to a user. The receiving device may further process the 
information items, resulting in a modified presentation to the user or transfer to another 
device (page 2, paragraph 0028). Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize that the information or services can be displayed "in the best mode of 
presentation" based on the context information, user profile, and/or the device 
possessed by the end user. 

F. Regarding claims 7-8, 14-15, and 21, Robinson et al. discloses an example 
where a user receives up to date weather information. Based on this information a 
change of route could be desirable and is sent to the user. Furthermore, this dynamic 
processing can occur on the source device, the receiving device, or both (page 7, 
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paragraph 0064). This example shows the combination of two services, a weather 
information service and a routing service. 

G. Regarding claim 16, Robinson et al. discloses that user context may comprise 
decision-shaping facts such as end-user personal profile/preference information, user 
history, geographic location of the user as determined by internal or external positioning 
means, location inferred from calendar appointments accessible by the device, user- 
established preferences. User context may be derived and updated through a wide 
variety of mechanisms, including, for example, examination of the user's calendar or 
direct user input (page 5, paragraph 0048). 

H. Regarding claim 17, Robinson et al. discloses computer context that typically 
includes information on device usage policies, policy enforcement mechanisms, 
authentication methods, etc. (page 5, paragraph 0052). This context would allow entry 
into the system. 

I. Regarding claim 18, the limitations are rejected as applied to claims 1 and 9. 
Furthermore, Robinson et al. discloses that the operations described can be stored in 
the memory of a computer system as a set of instructions to be executed (page 1 1 , 
paragraph 0105). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nam Huynh whose telephone number is 571-272-5970. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8 a.m.-5 p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on 571-272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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12/12/05 



